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ADMINISTRATION :—1. Mortgage debt—Exoneration—Declara- 
tion of testator’s intention—Locke King’s Act, 1867.—Re Fleck, 
Carlton v. Roberts, cu.D. NORTH, Je os. sow nae 8.J. 

2. Practice—Action commenced by writ or originating sum- 
mons—Coste—Appointment of receiver.—Re Francke, Drake v. 
Francke, CH.D. NORTH, 3. see os “ 8.J. 

8. Practice—Diecretion of court—Direction by testator that his 
trustees should commence an administration action—R. 8. C., 
1883, ord. 55, r. 10.—Re Stocken, Jones v. Hawkins, arr. s.J. 

4. Statute of Distributions (22 & 23 Car. 2, c. 10), se. 3,5, 6, 
7—Administration of personal estate—Intestacy—Next of kin— 
Grandchildren— Per stirpes or per oe re Natt, Walker v. 
Gammage, CH.D. NORTH, J. ose - ot a6) ee 

See also Costs, 6; Practice, 18. 

ARBITRATION: salle Coste—Mercantile reference—Remuneration 
of arbitrators and umpire—Implied contract.—Crampton v. 
Ridley & Co., Q.B.D. eee eee eee eee W.R, 

2. Revocation of submission—General agreement to refer— 
Particular arbitrators—Com. Law Proc. Act, 1854, s. 11.— Deutsche 
Springstoff Actien Gesellschaft v. Briscoe, .B.D. aoe. We 

See aleo Local Government, 5. 

BANKRUPTOY :—1. Bankruptcy appeal—Deposit—Power of court 
to dispense with deposit—Special case—Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, 
r, 131.—EHa parte Burke, arr. eee sat ove 8. 

2. Bankruptcy notice—* Final judgment ”—Stay of execution 
—Garnishee order abcolute by creditor of judgment creditor— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 4, sub-section 1 (g)—R. 8. C., 1883, 
ord, 42, rr. 22, 23. — Fa parte Hyde, Re Connan, arr... 

3. Bankruptcy notice—Final judgment—Stay of execution— 
Judgment for payment of mortgage debt—Foreclosure judgment 
—Order for sale of mortgaged property—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 
s, 4, sub-section 1 (g).—Zw parte Meston, Re Kelday, arr. §8.J. 

4. Bankruptcy notice—‘‘ Final judgment”—Order for die- 
missal of action for want of prosecution—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 
s, 4, sub-section 1 (g).—Ha parte Earl of Strathmore, Re 
Riddell, BKCY., W.R, 304; APP. eee see; on 

5. Coste—Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, r. 103. Re Baker, MasTER 
HIGGINS «0. ose eee 8.J. 

6. Deed of assignment for benefit ‘of creditore—Rigbt of cre- 
ditor who signed deed to prove in bankruptoy.—Eza parte Oficial 
Receiver, Re Stephenson, nxcy. ion 8.J. 

7. Disqualifications of bankrupt—Certificate that bankruptcy 
was caused by ‘‘ misfortune without any misconduct ’—Bank- 
raptcy Act, 1883, s. 32.—Re Lord Colin Campbell, arr. 8J. 

8. Examination of witness—Refusal to answer—Bankcy. Act, 
1883, 8. 27.—Ha parte Tilly, In re Scharrer, arp. ... W. 

9. Fraudulent preference—Composition arrangement with cre- 
ditors—Fraud—Secret bargain with one creditor.—Hx parte 
Phillips, Re Harvey, arr. ... 8.J. 

10. Fraudulent preference—Payment to creditor with intent to 
benefit a person not a creditor—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s, 48.— 
Re Mills, Ex parte Official Receiver, arr. os 8.J. 

11. Jurisdiction—Debtor—* Ordinarily residing in England” 
—Bankruptcy Act, 1583, s. 6.—Ha parte Reynolds, egos 
APP. ave $00 eee ‘ 

12, Juriediction—Discretion—Money demand by trustee— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, s, 72—Bankruptey Act, 1883, s, 102.— 
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423 
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372 


223 


340 


R. 388 
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403 


J. 371 


Ex parte Norton, Re Mansell, APP. ove 8J. 
13. Married woman—Settlement — Married ‘Women’s "Property 
Act, 1882, s. 19—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 152.—Re Armstrong, 
BRENTFORD COUNTY COURT .., eee ee 8.3. 
14. Petitioning creditor's debt—Amount of—OCosts of abortive 
execution—Bankruptey Act, 1883, s. 6.—Jn re Long, Ex parte 
Cuddiford, arr. ... eee eso... Wolke 
15. Practice—Judge’s order by consent—Effect of failuro to file 
—Money paid under garnishee order—Debtors Act, 1869, 8, 27.— 
Ea parte Brown, In re H. G. Smith, arr. sve oso eee 
16. Proof by creditor resident abroad—Rejec!ion—Appeal— 
Security for costs—Practice—Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, rr. 131, 
148.—Ea parte Izard, In re Vanderhaage, vor. eee R. 
17. Purchase of debt—Motive—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, ss. 4, 
6.—Ea parte Baker, In re Baker, nxcy. =e oe, W.R. 
18, Settlement—Puorchaser in good faith and for valuable con- 
sideration—Trader—Bankruptcy Act, 1869, s. 91.—Hance v. 
Harding, arr. ma we «6B. 
19, Sheriff —Fi, fa —Scigure of growing crope—Expenses— 


242 


346 


. 408 


R. 525 


558 


400 





Costs of execution—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 46, sub-section (1). 
—Eza parte Conder, In re Woodham, sxcy. ... ose 
20. Small bankruptcy—Diecharge—Appeal—Right of appeal 
—Bankruptcy. Act, 1883, ss. 28, 104, 121—Bankruptcy Rules, 
1886, r. 273, — Ha ‘parte Rankin, In re Rankin, sxoy.,.. W-.R. 
21. Solicitor’s lien —Costs—‘' Property recovered or preserved " 
— Charging order — Priority — Claim of landlord for rent— 
Solicitors Act, 1860, s. 28—Bankruptcy court—Rehearing— 
Jurisdiction—Bankruptey Act, 1883, 8. 104.—Zw parte Brown, 
Re Suffield & Watts, arr.... eee 8J. 
22. Solicitor’s lien for coste—Action for dissolution of partner- 
ship—Bankruptoy—Transfer to Bankruptcy Court — Oleim of 
landlord for rent—Preference—Bankruptecy Act, 1883, s. 102— 
Coste.—Ea parte Brown, In re Suffield & Watts, nxcr. W.R. 
See also Costs, 7 ; Solicitor, 9 ; Vendor and Purchaser, 4, 
BASTARDY :—Afilliation order—Service of summone—Last place 
of abode—Bastardy Law Amendment Act, 1872, «. 4.—Reg. v. 
Lee, a.B.v. nies ae po aa oe... a 
BILL of EXOCHANGE:—Bill dishonoured abroad—lInterest—Re- 
exchange—Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, 8. 57.—In re Commercial 
Bank of South Australia, cu.p. NORTH, J. oss oe = WR. 


BILL of LADING.—See Shipping. 


BILL of SALE:—1. Assignment of after-acquired property— 
Form in schedule—Validity—Bills of Sale Act (1878) Amendment 
Act, 1882, ss, 4, 5, 9.—Kelly v. Kellond, arr. ov W.R. 

2. Avoidance in part—Assignment of chattels other than per- 
sonal chattels—Severance of covenante—Bills of Sale Act, 1882, 
ss. 6, 9—Bills of Sale Act, 1878, ss. 4, 5.—Ha parte Byrne, In re 
Burdett, APP. eee eee WwW. 

3. Covenant necessary for ‘maintenance of security—Absence of 
power to seize in default—Bills of Sale Act, 1852, s. 7.—Topley v. 
Crosbie, a B.D. ... eve w. 

4, Evidence—Certificate of registration omitting to state the 
filing of affidavit—Covenant to produce receipts for rent, &.— 
Bill of Sale Act, 1878, s, 10—Bills of Sale Act, 1882, e. 7 (4).— 
Turner & Co. v. Oulpan, QB.D. ave oe =W.R, 

5. Registration—Fixtures—Trade machinery —Personal vhattels 
—Debenture—Bills of Sale Act, 1878, ss. 4, 5, 8—Bills of Act, 
1882, 5. eign: v. Greenside Glazed Fire Brick Co., cH.D. 
NORTH, J. eee ose W.R. 

6. Statutory “form — “Personal chattels” — “ Fixtures "— 
“Trade machinery "—Mortgage of land in too—Power of sale— 
Bills of Sale Act, 1878, ss. 3, 4, 5, 7—Bills of Sale Act, 1882, se. 
8, 9—Conveyancing Act, 1881, s. 19.—Re Yates, Batchelor v. 
Yates, arr. ove 8.J. 

7. Statutory form—'* Personal chattels” — Fixtures —“ Trads 
Machinery ”— Vendor’s lien for unpaid purchase-money— Ex- 
clusion of lien by agreement—Bills of Sale Act, 1878, es. 4, 5— 
Bills of Sale Act, 1882, sr. 8, 9.—Re London and ‘Lancashire 
Paper Mills Co. ; Vulean Ironworks Co.—CcH.D. NORTH, J. 8.J. 

See also Debenture. 

COAL MINES :—Wages—Weight of mineral gotten—Deductions— 
Coal Mines Regulation Act, 1872, es. 17, 18.—Bourne v. Nether- 
seal Colliery Co., APP. ass oe =r WR 

COMPANY :—1, Contract—Issue of ‘shares at 's discount—Com- 
panies Act, 1867, s, 25.—Re Almada and Tirito Co., cnn. 
CHITTY, J. eee ée ode 8.3. 

2. Contract—Sale of shares upon “the Stock ‘Exchange—Regie- 
tration of transferee—Obligation of vendor.—London Founders’ 


Association v. Clarke, arr.... wd os RS 
3. Director—Exclusion by co-directors—Injunction.—Kyshe 
v. Alturas Gold Co., cu.D. NORTH, J... ove R. 


4. Directorse—Irregularity in the summoning board meeting— 
Effest of such irregularity on subsequent general meeting—Agree- 
ment prior to formetion of company—lIncorporation of such agree- 
ment in the srticlee—Agreement not thereby enforceable against 
company.—Browne v. La Trinidad, arr. ses oe =r WR 

5. Directore—Manager of company—Auditor—Dividend not 
payable out of capital—Balance-sheet—Violation of articles in 
preparation of balance-sheets—Over-estimate of assete.—Leeds 
Estate Building Society v. Shepherd, cu.v. stuauine, 3.... W.R. 

6. Inspection of register—Companies Clauses Act, 1845, ss. 45, 
63—Jurisdiction—Injunction—Mandamus.—Dolland v. i “39 
Palace Co., cu.v. cu1TTY, J. oe Wide 

1. Rectification of register of shareholders—lIrregular allotment 
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of shares—Companies Act, 1862, s. 35.—Re Homer District - 
Mines Co., cu.D. NORTH, J. «++ eee 8.J. 
8. Reduction of capitel—Form of ‘minute.—Re West Cumber- 
land Iron Co., cu.D. KAY, 3. ine 8.J. 
9. Reduction of capital—Confirmation by court—Advertisement 
of petition dispensed with—Use of words ‘‘and reduced.” —-Re 
Watker & Lomax, cu.D. NORTH, J. ose as¢ 8.J. 
10. Shares—Forged transfer—Statute of Limitations.—Barton 
v. North Stafford Railway Co., cu.D. KAY, 3...+ eee 8.J. 
11, Shares—Transfer—Delivery of tranefer to secretary—Legal 
interest.— fools v. Williamson, cu.v. stintine, J. eee 8.J. 
12. Transfer of shares—Deed—Seal—Validity.—IJn re Balkis 
Consolidated Co., CH.D, NORTH, 3. ose os Wah 
13, Unregistered company—<Action against official liquidator in 
his personal capacity—Action stayed—Companies Act, 1862, se. 


87, 92, 199, 203.—Graham v. Hdge (the Official Liquidator of 
. 529 


Blackburn Benefit Building Society), arr. ... W.R 
14, Voluntary winding up—Special resolution—Stay of pro- 
ceedings—Petition by liquidator—Companies Act, 1862, ss. 89, 
138.—Jn re Steamship ‘‘ Titian,” cu.p. CHITTY, 3. ose 
15, Voluntary winding up—Subsequent contract—‘ For the 
beneficial winding up of the company ’—-Onus of proof—Com- 
panies Act, 1862, s. 131.—Hire ricgaaee Furnishing Co. v. 
Richens, ary. ose eee W.R. 
16. Winding up — Application “for sharese—Condition.— Re 
London and Provincial Provident Association, cu.D. sTIRLING, J. 
8.J. 

17. Winding up—Distress—Leave of court—Attorament iu 
mortgage— Companies Act, 1862, es, 87, 163.—Jn re Lancashire 
Cotton Spinning Co., Ew parte Carnelley, arr. coe «= CWO 
18, Windivg up—Distribution of surplus assete—Shares fully 
avd partly paid up—Proviso in articles for interest on balance.— 
In re Exchange Drapery Co., OH.D. KAY, J. ose coe «© WR 
19, Winding up—Examination of director—Leave to contribu- 
tory to attend and cross-examine—Oompanies Act, 1862, e. 115,.— 
Re London and Lancashire Paper Mills Co., cu.p. NoRTH, 3. 
8.J. 

20. Winding up—Jurisdiction—Dissolution of company after 
voluntary winding up—Return to Registrar of Joint-Stock Com- 
pavies—Expiration of three monthe—Petition for compulsory 
winding up—Allegations of fraud—Companies Act, 1862, ss, 142, 
143.—Jn re The Schooner Pond Coal Co, cu.p. NorTH, J. 8.J. 
21. Winding up—Liquidator—Nominees of shareholdere.—Re 
The Commercial Bank of London, cu.pd. sTIRLING, 3. +. 8.J. 
22. Windiog up—Petition—Affidavit in support—Time—Sun- 
day not reckoned—General Order, November, 1862, rr. 4, 74— 
R. 8. ©., 1883, ord. 64, r. 2.—Re Yeoland Console, cu.p. stTir- 
LING, Je vee eee ace &.J, 
23. Winding-up petition— Postponement of heariung—Right of 
creditor to insist on hearing or dismissal.— Re Margate Hotel ry . 
CH.D. NORTH, J. ove eee eee 8.J. 
24. Winding up—Removal of official liquidator—** Due cause 
shown ’—Appeal—Locus standi—Oompanies Act, 1862, s. 93— 
Judicature Act, 1873, 8. 60.—In re Adam Eyton (Limited), Ex 


402 


J. 306 


241 
338 
339 
392 


R. 347 


365 


423 


305 


444 


323 


338 
339 


290 


354 


R. 275 


parte Charlesworth, arr. ... oe «63>: WR 
25. Winding up—Vesting order—Security—Companies Act, 
1862, 8. 203.—Re Albion Mutual, &c., Society, cu.D. curtry, J. 
See also Bill of Sale, 5; Debenture. 8.J. 

CONFLICT of LAWS :—Affreightment contract—Charter-party— 
Lex loci contractus—Law of the flag.— Re The Missourt Steamship 
Co., CH.D. CHITTY, J. ose eee eee ae 8. 

See aleo Shipping. 

CONTEMPT of COURT:—1. Attachment — Divorce suit—Ad- 
vertisement—Reward—Evidence of petifioner’s adultery.— Butler 
v. Butler, v.v. & a.d. eee 8.J. 

2. Fine for contempt—Non-payment—Order for committal— 
Application for certiorari—Xa parte Turner, a B.D. w+ 8.3. 

CONTRACT :—1. Breach of contract—Damages—Agreement t» 
enter into agreement with third party on terms to be approved by 
him.— Foster v. Wheeler, arr. ove ove 8.J. 

2. Breach of promise of marriage—Death ‘of promisor—<Action 
against executors—Special damage—Actio personalis moritur 
cum persona.— Finlay v. Chirney, arr. eee oe «=C WR 

3. Foreign country—Contract with Government of—Agreement 
to be bound by laws of—De facto Government of, recognized by 
Government of contractor's country—Validity of acts of de facto 
Government unless ratified by subsequent de jure Government.— 
Republic of Peru v. Dreyfus, ou.D. KAY, J. + vee Wee 

COFYHOLDS :—Devolution—Death of sole trustee between com- 
mencement of Conveyancing Act, 1881, and passing of Copyhold 
Act, 1887—Conveyancing Act, 1881, 8. 30—Oopyhold Act, 1887, 
s. 45.—In re Mille’ Trusts, cu.p. NORTH, J. ... at W.R. 

COPYRIGHT :—1. Musical composition—Assignment in writiog— 
3 & 4 Will. 4, o. 15, 8, 2—5 & 6 Vict. c. 45, 8, 20.—Hason v. 
Lake, APP. eee eee cee eee W.R, 


306 


289 
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2. Trade name—Title of newspaper—Exclusive right cnet 7 





by reputation and Question of fact—Copyright Acts 
(6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 76; 5 & 6 Vict. c 45).—Licensed Victuallers’ 
Newspaper Co. v. Bingham, APP, ase oe =>: WR 
CORONER :—Jurisdiction to quash inquisition. for irregularity— 
Power of amendment—Coroners Act, 1887, s. 20.—Reg. v. Direc- 
tors of the Great Western Railway Oo., a.z.p. ove 
COSTS :—1. Appeal—Security for costs—Set-off of costs of former 
appeal—Executor of deceased party—R. 8. ©., 1883, ord. 58, r. 
15.—Re Knight, Knight v. Gardner, arr... ey 
2. Claim and counter-claim—Defendant recovering a larger 
sum than plaintiff—Event.—Shrapnel v. Laing, arr. «+. 
3. Claim and counter-claim—Event—Ord. 65, r. 1.— Wight v. 
Shaw, apr. aoe 
4. ** Motion to stand to ‘trial’ —Coste of motion.— Gosnell v. 
Bishop, cu.p. KEKEWICH, J. ote cco || Welt 
5. Petition for transfer of fund in court "exceeding £1,000— 
Costs of abortive summons—R. S. O., 1883, ord. 55, r. 2.—Re 
Jellard’s Trusts, cH.D. NORTH, J. sss ove 8.J. 
6. Taxation—Adminietration action—Farther consideration— 
Infant plaintiffs contingently entitled—Next friend—Taxation as 
between solicitor and client.—/e Aldred, Marshall v. Marshall, 
CH.D. NORTH, J. eee ots 8J. 
7. Taxation—Bankruptcy petition—Sabsequent resolution of 
creditors in favour of liquidation by arrangement—Oosts of 
petitioning creditor.—Ha parte Campbell, Re Mansel, arr. S.J. 
8. Taxation—Refresher fees—Appeal from Chancery Division— 
R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 65, r. 27, 
London Joint Stock Bank, APP. ove <<. ee 
9. Taxation—Taxation directed by chief “clerk —Objections— 
R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 65, r. 27 (26).—Medlicott v. Hubbard, cu.v. 
NORTH, J. ees 8.J. 
See Administration, 2; “Mortgage, T? Patent, 2; Practice, 6, 
13, 21, 24, 29, 30; Settled Land Acts, 3 ; Settlement, 2; Solici- 
tor; Vendor and Purchaser, 6. 
COUNSEL. —Authority—Undertaking not to appeal. —In re West 
Devon Great Conaols Mine Co., arr. eos «=O WR 


COUNTY COURT :—1l. Action remitted from. Bigh Court under 


the County Courts Act, 1867, s, 10—New defendant added by 
order of county court judge—Prohibition. —M ee v. Coul- 
80N, Q.B.D. coe «6 hLWWR 
2. Equitable "jurisdiction _ Interlocutory ” order — Appeal— 
County Courts Act, 1865, «. 18.—Jonas v. Long, arr. ... Wk. 
3. Execation—J adgment of one county court to be executed iu 
different county court district—Neglect of bailiff of “foreign” 
court to levy—9 & 10 Vict. c, 95, e#. 104, 115—Order by judge of 
one court on bailiff of another—Prohibition—Acquiescence—Sub- 
mission to court without juriediction.—Reg. v. Newport (Salop) 


sub-rules 30, 37, 48.—Zaston v. 
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W.R. 506 


8.J. 305 
W.R. 297 
W.R. 408 


505 


276 


355 


222 
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258 


342 


524 
315 


County Court Judge, a. v. we => WR. 476 
4, lutcrpleader—Appeal—19 & 20 Vict. C. "108, s. 68—30 & 31 
Vict. c. 142, 8, 13.—Collis vy. Lewis, a.nd... we => WLR. 472 


5. Jurisdiction—Collision in the Thames—Admiralty cause— 
Damages under £50—County Oourts Admiralty Jurisdiction Act, 
1868, ss. 3, 5.—Scovell v. Bevan, @ B.D. nee eee 

6. "Juriediction—Suit for specific performance—Couaty Courts 
Act, 1867, s. 9—Practice—Prohibition—Separable claims. eo 
v. Westmoreland County Court Judge, a.x.v. ... W.R. 

7. Order for committal—Attachment—Debtors Act, 1869, 
4—9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, 5. 113—Judicature Act, 1873, s. 89. —Reg. 
v. County Court Judge of Lambeth, a.3.v.  ... oe «=—CWWR. 

See also Husband and Wife, 2. 
OOVENANT:—1, Joint and eeveral—Agreement in restraint of 
trade between en as to one partner.— 


-R. 301 


477 


415 


Palmer v. Mallet, arr. eae ee =©— WR. 460 
2, Restraint of trade— Medical practice — Competition. — 
Rogers v. Drury, cu.D. CHITTY, 3. ose ove we «=> WR. 496 


8. Restraint of trade—Trade protection society—Rule not to 
employ servants of other a Water 
Bottle Trade Protection Society v. Booth, are. ooo «6=6 LWW. 

See aleo Vendor and Purchaser, 2, 3. 

ORIMINAL LAW.—Goods obtained by false pretences—Bond fide 
purchase by third party in market overt—Conviction of fraudulent 
party—Order for restitution against eetigmaaeaas & 25 Vict. c 
96, s. 100.— Bentley v. Vilmont, u.1. os 

CUSTOMS ANNUITY FUND.—Nature of interest of subscriber— 
‘** Nominee ”—Nomination as trustee--Nomiuation of curator by 
Scotch court as nominee of lunatic subscriber—Jurisdiction of 
Scotch court—Question of fact—Admissions made by counsel as 
to matters of fact—Proof of facte dispensed with by admission— 
56 Geo. 3, c. lxxiii., s. 9.—Urquhart v. Butterfield, arr. W.R. 

DEBENTURE.—Agreement to issue debentures—Bills of Sale Act 
(1878) Amendment Act, 1882, s. 17.—LZevy v. Abercorris Slate 
and Slab Co., on.p. currry, 3. sa soe oe «= WB 

See also Bill of Sale, 5; Railway Company, 3 
DEBT :—1. Acknowledgment—Statute of Limitations (21 Jac. 1, ¢ 
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16)—Payment by tenant for life of interest on simple contract 
debt—Real assets.—In re Hollinshead, Hollinshead v. Webster, 
CH.D. CHITTY, a eee eee eee eee 8. Je 220 
2. Crown debt—Exeoution—Prerogative of Crown—Distress— 
Writ of extent—33 Hen. 8, o. 39.—Attorney-General v. Leonard, 
CH.D, CHITTY, J. ss oes 8.J 422 
3. Crown debt—Priority “of Crown—Prerogative.— ie West 
London Commercial Bank, on.D. carrry, 3. .. eee 8.J. 384 
DENTIST :—Dentiste’ register—Erasure of name on loss of qualifi- 
cation—Dentiste Act, 1878.—Ka parte Partridge, arr.. W.R. 442 
DIVORCE:—1. Adultery—Husband’s petition—Petitioner’s conduct 
—Delay—Appeal—Practice—Rule 62.— Heyes v. Heyes and Mason, 


P.D. & A.D. oe «=©>9 WR. 527 
2. Alimony—Verdiot of jury finding wife guilty—Right to ali- 
mony pending appeal.— Dunn v. Dunn, arr. ... vee »R. 539 


3. Desertion—Restitution of conjugal righte—Non-compliance 
with decree — Previous adultery of respondent—Matrimonial 
Causes Act, 1884, s. 5.—Bigwood v. Bigwood, r.p. & a.v. 8.3. 402 

See also Husband and Wife, 3; Infant, 1. 
DOMICILE :—1, Domicile of choice—Abandonment—Intention.— 
In re Marrett ; Chalmers v. Wingfield, arr. ... W.R. 344 

2, Domicile of choice—When ia igi ap —Re Bell ; 
Bell v. Kendall, cu.p. stiruinc,3. .. adi 8.J. 274 

3, Residence.—Re Bullen Smith ; "Berners v. Bullen Smith, 
CH.D. KAY, J. ove eee eee 8.J. 322 

See also Customs Annuity. 
EASEMENT :—1. Light—Implied grant—Obstruction—Knuowledge 
by grantee of grantor’s intention.— Birmingham, Dudley, and 
Dis-trict Banking Co. v. Ross, arr... eee S.J. 369 

2. Right of way—Implied grant—General worde—" Appurten- 

ances.” —T'homas v. Owen, APP. ase «. W.R. 440 
ECCLESIASTICAL LAW :—1. Resignation of benefice—Revocation 

before acceptance—Resignation on condition. Reichel v. Bishop 

of Ouford, APP. o ee = WLR. 307 

2. Side chapel—Communion table.—In re Trinity — 

Stroud Green, constsTORY COURTOF LONDON ... oe W.R. 88 
ELECTION LAW:—l. Registration—Borough vote—Notice of 
objection—Defect or mistake—Power of amendment—Reform 
Act, 1832, s. 32—Parliamentary and Municipal Registration Act, 
1878, s. 28, sub-section 2.— Bridges v. Miller,a.n.p . W.R. 509 

2. Registration—Borough vote—Notice of objection—Ordinary 

course of post—6 Vict. c. 18, ss. 17, 100.—Childs v. Cow, a.B.v. 
W.R. 505 

3. Registration—Borough vote—Notice of objection—Neglect 
of statutory form—Registration Act, 1883, s. 18, schedule 3, Form 
I., No. 2.— Wood v. Chandler, a.3.p. ee §«=«=©W.R. 522 

4. Registration—Borough vote—Residence during qualifying 
period—Right to exclusive use of room—2 & 3 Will. 4, c. 45,8. 
31.—Beal v. Town Olerk of Haueter, a B.D. oe oe W.R. 507 

5. Registration—Borough vote—Service franchise—Qualification 
for burgess roll—Representation of the People Act, 1884, s. 3— 
Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, s. 9.—McClean v. Pritchard, 
QBDe ove eee oo.  W.R. 508 

6. Registration—County ‘vote—Notice of objection—Objector’s 
place of abode—Registration Act, 1885, e. 18, schedule 2, Form I., 

No. 2.—Humphrey v. Earle, a... ee =  W.R. 510 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY :—1. Negligence— Vicious horse—Kisk 

incurred after notice—‘‘ Workman ”—“ Defect in condition of 

plant ’—Volenti non fit injuria—Employers’ reaped Act, 1880. 

— Yarmouth v. France, a.B dD. wen) * eS | 

2. Negligence—Employere’ Liability Act, ‘1880, s. 1, sub- 
sections 2, 3; s. 8—-Person intrusted with superintendence or 
entitled to give orders—Foreman of a gang of labourers.—Kellard 


v. Rooke, a.B.D. oss eee eee oo «=©6 WR 3:35 
3. Notice of action—Proof of service of notice—Employers’ Lia 
bility Act, 1880.—Previdi v. Gatti, a.3.D. oe ede 8.J. 423 
GAS.—See Local Government, 2. 
HIGHWAY.—See Local Government; Railway Company, 1. 
HUSBAND and WIFE :—l1. Adultery of wife—Connivance of hus- 


band—Wife living separate from husband— Liability of husband 

for necessaries supplied to wife.— Wilson v. Glossop, arr. W.R. 296 
2. Agreement for separation—Action for artears of maintenance 

by wite—Jurisdiction of county court—Parol agrecment—Statute 

of Frauds, s. 4.—McGregor v. McGregor, a.s.v. -»  W.R, 470 
8. Judicial separation—Property to separate use without power 

of anticipatiou— Property accrued before separation—Matrimonial 

Causes Act, 1857, s, 25.—Waite v. Morland, arr. ... W.R. 484 
4. Real estate of wife—Oonveyance by husband and wife—Ac- 

knowledgment by wife—Ownership of purchase-«money—Chose in 

action—Fines and Recoveries Act, 1833, ss. 77, 79, 80, 89— 

Common Pleas Rules of — Term, 1834.—Tennent v. Welch, 

CH.D, KAY, J. ose eee W.R. 389 

s 5. Slander — Imputation ‘of indictable offence — ee by 

usband of wife’s property—Married Women’s eae 
1882, s, 12.— Lemon v. teen @B.D. oe w. R. 351 


INFANT :—1. Guardianship—Adultery and cruelty of father— 
Divorce—Guardianship of Infants Act, 1886, s. 7.—Skinner v. 
Skinner, v.p. & a.v. ove ode 

2. Statute of Limitations—Reoeipt of rente by father as bailiff 
for infant son—3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27, s. 12.—ZIn re Hobbs, Hobbs 
v. Wade, cu.D. NORTH, 3. +e W.R. 

INJUNOTION :— Ex parte Injunotion—Material tact withheld— 
Inquiry as to damager.— Ross v. Buaton, on.p. strRuine, 3. §.J. 

INLAND REVENUE :—1. Duty on property—Bodies corporate and 
unincorporate—OCustoms and Inland Revenue Act, 1885, s. 11, 
sub-section 3—Property for the promotion of education.—Jn re 
Duty on Institution of Civil Engineers, a.3.v. os | WR. 

2. Income tax—Business in Australia—Partner resident in Eng- 
land—Liability—5 & 6 Vict. o, 35, ss. 100, 106, 108—16 & 17 
Vict. c. 34, s. 2, schedule D.—Colguhoun v. Brooks, a.x.v. 

3. Income tax—Vicarial tithe rent-charge—Deduction of cost 
of collection—Annual value—Income Tax Act, 1842—Income Tax 
Act, 1853,—Stevens v. Bishop, arr. oo «WR. 

4. Stamp—Promissory note—Agreement—Stamp Act, 1870, s. 
49.—Mortgage Insurance Corporation v. Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue, Q.B.D. W.R. 

INSURANCE: —l. Fire —Arbitration “clausee—Condition ‘precedent. 
— Viney v. Bignold, a.z.v. oe «=U WW 

2. Life—Life Assurance Companies Acts, 1870- -2—Payment out 
of deposit.—Re Le Phenix, ou.D. OHITTY, 3. oss 8.J, 

3. Marine—Action by uuderwriters to restrain proceedings on 
policy.— Brooking v. Maudslay, cu.D. sTrRtIna, J. vee 

4, Marine—Insurance on ship and machinery—Perils insured 
against—General worde—Words efusdem generis—Bursting of 
donkey-engine used for. pumping up the boilere.—TZhames and 
Mersey Insurance Co. v. Hamilton, HL, ove oe =r WR 

5. Marine—Principal and agent—Ooncealment of material facts 
by agent through whom policy not effected.— Blackburn, Low, & 
Co. v. Vigors, u.t. ove W.R. 

JOINT TENANCY :—Severance—Marriage of female joint tenant— 
Chose in action.—Re Butler, Hughes v. Anderson, arv.... 8.J. 

LEASE:—1. Agreement for ae meee gebag notice—Onerous 
covenants.—eeve v. ge, APP.. oo «WR 

%. Leasehold of testator—Liahility ‘ot exeoutor for rent—Ads 
ministration action—Summons— Fresh action.—IJn re Bowes, 
Strathmore v. Vane, cu.D. NORTH, 3... eco |= Wel 

3. Settled Estates Act, 1877, s. 46—Tenant for years—Liability 
for permissive waste—*‘‘ Wear ‘aud tear and damage by tempest 
excepted.” — Davies v. Davies, cu.D, KEKEWICK, J. oo” We 

4, Will—Bequest of leasehold house—Subsequent contract by 
testator to purchase leasehold revereion—Death of testator before 
completion of contract—Liability of legatee to pay purchase- 
money—Locke King’s Act Amendment Act, 1877, 6. l.—In re 
Kershaw, Drake v. Kershaw, ou.p. nortH, J.... oe WR 

See also Will, 8, 

LEGAOY :—1. Ademption—Bequost of property, includiag busi- 
ness, equally between sons and daughters—-Subsequent transfer of 
business to sons.—JIn re Vickers, Vickers v. Vickers, cu.D. NORTH, 3. 


2. Charitable legacy—Condition of forfeiture—Perpetuity— 
General charitable gift.—-Jn re Randell, Randell vy. Diwon, on.v. 
NORTH, J. ooo |=—6CLWWOR 

3. Charitable legacy —Mortmain—Impare personalty—Bonds or 
debentures of corporation—9 Geo. 2, c. 36.—Re Hatton, Robson v. 
Parrington, cu.D. NORTH, J. eee ove 8.3, 

4. Legacies charged on real estate—Insufficient security— 
Right of legatees to back rents of real estate.—Allen v. — 
staffs, CH.D. NORTH, J. R. 

5. Satistaction—Ademption. —Re "Fletcher, Gittings v. * Flecher 
CH D, NORTH, 3. see 

See also Will. 

LIBEL a cag r+ cher ae ell Liverpool House- 

hold Stores Association v. Smith, arr. ee |)=— CW. 
See also Husband and Wife, 5; Patent, 3. 

LICENSED HOUSE !—Consumption. of intoxicating liquors after 
hour of closing—Bond fide guests of lodger—Liceusing Act, 1874, 
8. 9, 10.— Pine v. Barnes, Q.B.D. eee eee eee 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT jad, Co ficer of local autho- 
rity—‘‘ Concerned or interested ” in contrast—Public Health Act, 
1875, 88. 189, 193, 226.— W v Barley, Q.B.D. eee W.R. 

2. Metropolitan Gas Act, 1860, s. 6—District—Sapply of gas 
for sale—Supply for consumption beyond district—Poiut of sap- 
ply.—@us Light and rar _ v. South ee Gas Oo., 
APP; wis W.R. 

3. Metropolitan ‘Local it "Act, 1855, 8. 105—-Frontage 
owner—Expenses of paviog—Tenant for life and remainderman. 
— Re Field, Bowering v. Field, on.d. norte, 3. he 8J. 

4, Metropolis Local Management Act, 1855, es. 68, 72, 74, 76, 
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trict board—Drainage of contiguous houses by ‘‘ combined opera- 
tion ’— Connection with drain illegally made without knowledge 
of board— Liability of board.— Bateman y. Poplar District Board 
of Works, cu.p. NORTH, J. os ose W.R. 

5. Public Health Act, 1875, e. 180—Arbitration —Invalid ap- 
pointment of arbitratore—Award—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 62, r. 15.— 
Gifford and Bury Town Council Arbitration, azv. ... W.R. 

6. New street—Interpretation clause—Public Health Act, 1875, 
ee. 4, 150.—Jowelt v. Local Board of Idle, arr. eos . W.R. 

7. New street—Expenses of sewering, &c.—Frontage owner— 
Liability—Public Health Act, 1875, ss, 150, 257.—Re Bettesworth 
and Richer’s Contract, cu.p. NORTH, J. Perma, SY 

8. Water company—Supply of water to consumer—Right to 
demand supply by meter—‘ Dwelling-house”—New River Co.’s 

ct, 1852, se. 35, 41.—Cooke v. The New River Co., apr. 8.J. 

LUNACY sel, Alleged lunatic—Petition for inguiry—Appointm<nt 

of interim. receiver ex parte.—Re Pountain, tun. 8.J, 
2. Appointment of new trustee—‘‘ Person of unsound mind ’’— 
Jurisdiction in lunacy—Trustee Act, 1850, s. 2.— Re Barber, arr. 

8.J. 

3. Lunatic not so found by inquisition—Jurisdiction of court— 
Fund in court—Provision for lunatic— Trustee Relief Act, 1847. 
—In re Silva’s Trusts, ou.p. CHITTY, 3. eee W.R. 

4, Petition under Trustee Relief Act—Jurisdiction—Judicature 
Act, 1873, «. 51.—Jn re Platt, ivn.... W.R, 

MARRIAGE :—l. Restraint on marriage—Declaration ‘of future 
right—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 25, r. 5.—Re Berens, Berens v. Berens, 
CH.D. CHITTY, J. os. eee eee 8. 

2. Validity of marriage by domiciled Englishman with woman 
cf an uncivilized tribe according to native customs.—ZJn re Bethell, 
Bethell v. Hildyard, cu.p. strr11Ne, J. eee ee «= WW 

See also Contract, 2; Joint Tenancy. 
MARRIED WOMAN:—1. Security for costs — Administraticn 
action by next friend—Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, e. 
1 (2)—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 16, r, 16.— Be ena ‘Blevens v. 
Thompson, Arr. «. e 8.J. 

2. Separate estate—Property acquired since ‘the Ist of January, 
1883—Effect of covenant in prior settlement to settle after- 
acquired property—Covenant by husband only—Married Women’s 
Property Act, 1882, se. 5, 19.— Hancock v. Hancock, arp. W.R. 

Seo also Husband and Wife. 

MASTER and SERVANT :—Liability of tramway company for acts 
of their ecrventse—Scope of employment—Implied authority — 
Passenger charged by conductor with uttering counterfeit coin— 
Falee imprisonment—Tramways Act, 1870, es. 51, 72.—Charles- 
ton v. London Tramways Co., a.B.D. eo. W.R. 

MAYOR’S COURT :—1. Account stated—Juriediction of Mayor’s 
Court—Probibition—Estoppel—Mayor’s Court of London Pro- 
cedure Act, 1857, s. 12.—Grundy v. Townsend, arr. ... W.R. 

2. Removal cf action befcre entry for trial, but more than a 
month after rervice of plaint—Mayor’s Court Act, 1857, e. 17.— 
Prim v. Smith, arp ne oc. We 

MEDICAL PRACTITIONER : —Medical Act, "1858, ss. 31, 32— 
Apothecaries Act (55 Geo. 3, c. 94), ss, 20, 21—Unqualified prac- 
titioner acting as assistant— Right to recover for services rendered 
—Registration.— Howarth v. Brearley, a.z.v. oe . WR. 

MIDDLESEX REGISTRATION :—Deed of enfranchisement of 
copyhold.—Munton v. Lord Truro,a.8.p.  ... - 8.J. 403, 

2. Notice — Principal and — — Re Weir's Estate, CH.D. 
CHITTY, J. tes eee 8.J. 

MORTGAGE: — 1. Action for reconveyance ‘or redemption — 
Counter-claim admitting sums received on account—Particulars. 
—Kemp v. Goldberg, cx.p. NoRTH, J. ve «= WR 

2. Assignment of future property—Contract enforceable in 
equity—Property on ccming into existence bound.—Re Clarke, 
Coombe v. Carter, APP. ose See eee | Wee 

3. Mortgagor and mortgagee — Lessee for years —Right to 
xcdcem.—TZarn v. Jurner, on.D. KEKEWICH, 3. sad 8.J. 

4. Power of sale — Proviso restricting exerciee of power — 
Notice to moitgegor—Waiver—Purchaser’s ne clause,— 
Selwyn v. Garfit, arp. as. as War 

5. Power of sale—Mortgagee selling to company in which he is 
a ehareholder.— Farrar v. Farrars, cu.p. CHITIY, 3. 4s. 8.J. 

6, Practicc—Receiver after foreclosure abeolute.— Wille v. Inf, 
CH.D. CHITIY, J. ose one eee eee 

7. Redemption—Mortgagee in Se I 
Annual rcete—Ccste.— Ashworth v. Lord, cu.p, NortH,3. W.R. 

8. Sale— Proviso for continuance of eccurity—Interest in ar- 
reer.—FPollord vy. Steward, cu.v. sTIRLING, 3... “te 8J. 

9, Statute cf Limitations— Mortgege on contingent reversionary 
intereet—Date from which statute ronr—37 & 38 Vict. c. 57, se. 
1, 2.— Hazill v. Wilkinson, cu.p. NORTH, J. 4. ove 8.J. 

10, Subecquent lease by mortgagor—Pasment of rent to mort- 
gegee under compuleion—Voalidity «f payment as egainst mort 

gegor—Ay pointment of receiver.— Underhay v. Read, arp, W.R, 
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See also Administration, 1; Practice, 17. 
NEGLIGENCE :—Canal company—Subsidence—Injury by percola- 
tion to adjacent owner—Liability.—HZvans v. Manchester, &c., 
Railway Co., cH.D. KEKEWICH, 3. os. coe §=— WR 
PARTNERSHIP :—1. Agreement to share profits—Garnishee order 
—Priority.—Badeley v. The Consolidated Bank, arr. ... 8.J. 
2. Bill of exchange — Compromise of actione—Liability of 
retired partner.— Crane v. Lewis, a... eee coe | =| Walls 
3. Judgment et ee ee v. Paris, cu.v. 
CHITTY, J. eee eee eee eee 8.3. 
See also Will, 10. 

PATENT :—1. Infringement—Grant of certificate—Patents, &c., 
Act, 1883, s. 31—Appeal—“ Judgment or order”’—Judicature 
Act, 1878, 8. 19.—Haslam Foundry Co. v. Hall, arr... W.R. 

2. Infringement—Disclaimer—Terms upon which liberty given 
to apply to amend specification by disclaimer—Oostse—Patents, 
Designs, and Trade-Marke Act, 1883, s. 19.—Haslam Foundry 
Co. v. Goodfellow, cu.D. KAY, J. ose sca” 

3. Libel—Trade circular.—Crampton v. Swete, CH.D. aT 
J. . 

4. Misrepresentation in trade-mark—Patents, &e., Act, 1883,.~— 
Blakey v. Latham, ou.D. CHITTY, J. «+ 8.3. 

5. Pending action for infringement — Liberty to. ‘apply for 
amendment of specification—Terms to be imposed—Patents, 
Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883, s. 19.— —. v. 
Lindsay, arr... eee eee 

6. Petition for revocation — Leave of Attorney- -Genersal — 
Patents, &c., Act, 1883, s. 26.—Re ae Patent, cu.v. 
CHITTY, J. ose 8.J. 

7. Specification—Combination producing new result—Mechan- 
ical equivalents. —Proctor v. Bennis, arp. ... ae 

8. Threats by patentee of legal proceedings—Injunction— 
“Due diligence ”—Validity of patent—Patents, Designs, and 
Trade-Marks Act, 1883, s. 32.—Challender v. Royle, arp. W.R. 

Ps Threats—Right to raise issue of validity of patent—Patents, 

, Act, 1883, s. 32—Amendment of aaa: 8. C., 1883, 
rr 28, r. 1. —Kurtz v. Spence, arp... oce «= W R. 

10. Threats — Discovery — Particulars of ‘objection—Patente, 
Designe, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883, s. 32.—Union Electrical, 
d&c., Light Co. v. Electrical Power Storage Co., APP. ose 8.J. 

POOR LAW :—1. Audit of accounte—Neglect to attend—Liability 
for disubedience—4 & 5 Will. 4, c. 76, 8. 96; 7 & 8 Vict. c. 101, 
e. 33.—Halgate v. Brett, a.3.v. eee eee eee W.R. 

2. Irremoveability—Lunatic—Break of residence—9 & 10 Vict. 
c. 66, «. 1—28 & 29 Vict. c. 79, 8. 8.—Ipswich Union v. West 
Ham Union, a.3.v. toa ~e 

8. Liability of children ‘to maintain mother who has married 
again—43 Eliz. c. 2, s, 6—4 & 5 Will. 4, c. 76, &. 56.—dArrow- 
emith v. Dickenson, Q.8.D. .. eee Gee W.R, 

4. Poor rate—Certified reformatory echool—Rateability—Re- 
formatory Schools Act, riggs tsi Overseers of Birkdale, 
APP. ove eee eee W.R. 

5. Poor rate—Liability of railway compapy ‘to make good defi- 
ciency in poor rate under section 133 of the Lands Clauses Con- 
solidation Act, 1845—Borough rate—County rate.—Farmer v. 
London and North-Western Railway Co., a.B.D. oes S.J, 

6. Settlement—Emancipation—Acqguisition of settlement after 
attaining the age of sixteen—Divided Parishes Act, 1876, ss. 34, 
35.—Highworth and Swindon Union v. Westbury-on-Severn 
Union, apr. ea tt W.R. 

7. Settlement—Threo years’ residence—As ‘wife and widow— 
Divided Parishes Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. c. 61), es. 34, 35—9 & 
10 Vict. ¢. 66, 8. 1—Union Chargeability Act, 1865, s. 8,— Medway 
Union v. Bedminster Union, a.3.v.... aie eve W.R. 


PRACTICE :—1. Action by agents—Counter-claim against prin- 
cipals—Set-off—Judicature Act, 1873, s, 24, sub-section 3—Ord. 
19, r. 3.—Tagart v. Marcus, a.B.D. o.. ooo ~~ SOW 

2. Appeals from Stannaries Court—Deposit by appellant— 
Stannaries Act, 1869, s. 32—Judicature Act, 1873, s. 18, sub-sec- 
tion (3)—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 58, r. 15—Appeal set down—Dis- 
miseal of appeal by consent of all parties—Application to court 
neceseary—ZIn re West Devon Great Consols Mine Co., arr. W.R. 

3, Appeal—Further evidence—Leave of court—Interlocutory 
spplication—Cross-examination—R,. 8. 0., 1883, ord. 58, r. 4— 
Spencer v. Ancoats Vale Rubber Co., arr. ... bes 8.J. 

< Attachment—Motion for leave to issue attachment—Notice 
—R. 8. 0., 1883, ord. 44, r. 2.—Re Luamore, Gurdon v. Woods, 
CH.D. NORTH, J. oss ose 8.J. 


5. Copy of corncepondence—Cost —Brodbeck v. Strickland, 
CH.D. KEKEWICH, J. pe S.J 

6. Counter-claim—D«fendants to " counter- -claim— Default of 
appearance—Ord, 32, r. 6—Ord. 27, r. 12.—Verney v. Thomas, 
CH.D, KEKEWICH, J. W.R. 





' 7. Discovery of documente—Discretion of "judge—Uee of affi- 
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davits on application for discovery—R. 8. O., 1883, ord. 31, r. 12. 
—Downing y. Falmouth United Sewerage Board, arr.... W.R. 437 
8, Diecovery—Privileged communication—Action by shareholder 
agsiast company.—Gouraud v. Edison Gower Bell Telephone Co. 
of Europe, cu.p. currry, 3., 8.J.370; app. ... 8.J, 422 
9. Discovery—Privileged document—Shorthand writer's notes 
of evidence in former action.—Re Worswiek, Robson v. Wors- 
wick, OH.D. NORTH, J. 8.J 401 
10. Examination before ‘examiner—Filing "of depositions— 
R. 8. O., 1883, ord. 37, r. 16.—Maple v. Stevenson, cu.v, NoRTH, J. 
8.J. 322 
11, Fund in court—Replacement of fund paid out to person 
not entitled thereto—Chancery Fands Act, 1872, e. 5.—Slater v. 


Slater, ou.D. KAY, 3. 8.J. 258 
12. Joint plaintiffs appearing separately oa " uppeal.— Christo. 
pher and Hind v. Croll, are. i 8.J. 272 


13. Judgment on admissions—Motion or sammons—R. 8. C., 
1883, ord. 32, r.6; ord. 40, r. 1.—Zondon Steam Dyeing Co. v. 
Digby, CH.D, NORTH, J. W.R. 497 

14, Judgment in default of pleading—Proot of ‘pleading— 

R. 8, C., 1883, ord. 27, r. 11.—Gray v. Roberts, ou.p, cutrry, 3. 
8.J. 322 

15. Mode of trial—Action for redemption—Counter-claim for 
damages for fraud—Application for trial of action before jury— 

R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 36, r. 6; ord. 19, r. 35 ord, 21, r. 15.— 
Lynch v. "Macdonald, APP., ovo We, 419 

16. Mode of trial—Nuisance—Application for trial with jury— 
Discretion of judge—R. 8, C., 1883, ord. 36, rr. 6, 7 (2).—Fan- 
shawe v. London and Provincial Dairy Co., AvP. «.  W.R, 418 

17. Mortgage—Foreclosure—Delivery of possession—R. S. C., 
1883, ord. 18, r. 2; ord. 55, r. 5a (Dec., 1885).— Best v. Apple- 
gate, CH.D. NORTH, J. ee = W.R, 397 

18. Originating summons — Jurisdiction — Question between 
legal devisees under a will—R. S. O., 1883, ord. 55, rr. 3—6.— 


Davies, Davies v. Davies, cu.D. NoRTH, J. eee S.J. 241 
19. Particulars—Discovery—R. 8.6., 1883, "ord. 19, r. 17.— 
Miller v. Harper, arr. a. oo. W.R. 454 


20. Payment of money into court—Tender ‘in part satisfaction 
before action—Defence denying total liability—Payment out— 
Order when necessary—R. 8. 0., 1883, ord. 22, rr. 5 (c), 6 (c).— 
Davys v. Richardson, a.z dD. eee «.  W.R. 552 

21. Payment out of court—Petition or summons—Provof of 
birth or identity—Sum over £1,000—Coste—R. 8. O., 1883, ord. 


55, r. 2 (1).—Bates v. Moore, cx. D. NORTH, J. ra 8.J. 353 
22. Payment out of money representing real estate—Affidavit 
of no incumbrances.— [Williams v. Ware, ou.D. CHITTY, 3. 8.J. 353 


23. Pleading—Principal and agent—Action for account —Allega- 

tion of fraud by plaintiff—Right of defendant to obtain particulars 

before delivery of defence—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 19, rr. 6, 7, 26.— 

Sachs v. Spielman, ou.p, NorTH, 3. ... coe §6©0 WR, 4988 
24, Pleading matters arising during action —Confession of de- 

fence by plaintifi—Judgment for costs—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 24, r. 

2, 3.—Bridgetown Waterworks Co. v. Barbadoes Water Supply 

Co., CH.D, NORTH, J. S.J, 422 
25. Service of writ out of "juriediction—R. 8. C., 1883, ord, 11, 

r.1(f), 2.—Re Marshall, arr. jad ree 8.J. 421 
26. Service out of jurisdiction—Petition for payment out of 

court.—Re Amery Turner, cu.D. STIRLING, J. ... 8.J. 324 
27. Service out of the jurisdiction—Tenant-right—Oustom of 

the country—Ord. 11, r. 1, paragraph (0). — Kaye v. Sutherland, 

QBD oa eee W.R. 508 
28. Specially-indorsed writ—Time for delivery of defence—Ord. 

21, rr. 6, 7—Judgment irregularly signed—Order setting it aside 

on terme—Ord. 70, r. 1.—Anlaby v. Pretorius, arr. ... W.R. 487 
29, Staying proceedings—Jurisdiction—Vexatious proceedings 

—Non-payment of coste.—Hendre v. Gerner, arr. éo0 8.J. 322 
30. Stay of proceedings pending appeal—Costs of application 

—Refusal of respondents’ solicitor to undertake to refund costs in 

event of successful appeal.— The Native Guano Co. v. The or 

Manure Co., arr. $0 8.J. 355 
31. Third party procedure—Third party " notice—A ppearance 

of third party to notice—Nature of relief claimed by action— 

Circumstances under which third party not entitled to be added 

as defendant—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 16, rr. 48, 52, 53—Judicature 

Act, 1873, s. 24 (3).—Barton v. London and North-Western 

Railway Co., arr. «. W.R, 452 
$2. Time for appealing—"* Refusal of an application ”’— 

R. 8. 0., 1883, ord. 58, r, 15.—Jones v. Andrews, arr. 8.J. 421 
33. Writ of summons for servica within jurisdiction directed to 

foreign corporation without address set aside as irregular—Ord. 

2,r.3; ord. 9, r. 8.—The W. A Scholten, r.v.& av.... W.R. 559 

Bee also ‘Administration, 2, 3; Bankruptcy, 2; Company, 
22; Costs, 1, 3, 5,8; Married Woman, 1, 


PROBATE :—1, Administration—Next of kin—Divorced wife— 


Indian divorce—Exclusion of wife.—In the Goods of Nares, v.v. 

& A.D. sce W.R. 528 
2. Holograph codicil—Sigaature of witnesses on opposite pte- 

ceding page—Witnesses unable to remember transaction—Grant. 

— Woodhouse v. Balfour, p.v. & a.v. -. ~=©6oC WR, 368 
3. Practice—Administration with will annexed—Graut to Ad- 

ministrator-General of British Guiana—Law of colony.—Jn the 

Goods of Black, e.v. & av. oon |= We. 400 
4. Practice—Administration de bonis non—No residuary estat: 

—Notice to residuary legatee by letter—Graut to specific legatee. 

—In the Goods of Wilde, r.v. & a.v. « = WLR, 40 . 
5. Practico—Two wille—English will disposing of English 

estate—Belgian will disposing of — eatate.—Jn the Goods of 


Bolton, v.v. & A.D. pg 
6. Will—Mistake—Daly-executed * drat correct —Grant with 
alteration.—Jn the Goods of Bushell, v.v. & a.v. aw. «=o WL BB. 2528 


See also Will, 15. 

QUARTER SESSIONS :—Notice of appeal to quarter scodensct 
Mistake in dat>.—Reg. v. Justices of Middlesex, a.n.p.... “SJ. 221 

RAILWAY COMPANY :—l. “ Bridge ”—Repair of road carried by 
bridge—Railways Clauses Act, 1845, 8, 46.—Mayor of Bury v. 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Oo., arr... ses W.R. 491 

2. Carrier— Passengers’ luggage—Delivery—Termination of 
company’s risk— Loss of luggage—Measure cf a “ reasonable time.” 
—Firth v. North-Eastern Railway Co., a.3.v. we  W.R. 467 

3. Debenture stock register—Shareholder’s statutory right to 
inspect and take copies of register—Shareholder a “ nominee” of 
a rival company—Companies Clauses Act, 1845, s. 45—Oom- 
panies Clauses Act, 1863, s. 28.— Mutter v. Eastern and Midlands 
Railway Co., arr. ove ooo --  W.R. 401 

4, Judgment creditor—A ppointment of receiver of ‘‘ under- 
taking "—Prioritiee—Railway Companies Act, 1867, 8. 4,—Jn re 
Mersey Railway Co., arr. .. we =«=90W.R, 372 

5. Notice to treat—Part of a house—Lands ‘Clauses Consolida- 
tion Act, 1845, s. 92.—Kerford v. Seacome Hoylake Railway Oo., 
CH.D. KEKEWICH, J. »R. 431 

6. Land taken by railway “company —Subsisting buildiag agree- 
ment—Right to compensation—Right enforceable by action.— 
Birmingham and District Land Oo. v. London and North. 
Western Railway Co., cu.D. KEKEWIOH, J. ose woe «= WR. 414 

1. Meaniag of the term in tho Railway pooper Act—Receiver 
and manager—Railway Oompanies Act, 1867, 83. 3, 4.—Re Hast 
and West India Duck Co., ca.D. CHITEY, J. ase oes 8.J. 322 

See also Poor Law, 5. 

RATES.—See Local Government ; Poor Law. 

RESTRAINT of TRADE.—See Covenant. 

RESTRICTIVE COVENANT.—See Covenant; Vendor and Par- 
chaser, 2. 

SALE of FOOD and DRUGS ACI, 1875.—Sale of Drug—Adultera- 
tion—Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, «. 6—Pharmacy Act, 
1867, e. 15—Opium—Test of British Pharmacopa@is.— White v. 
Bywater, Q.B.D. see oe ee «=> WR. 280 

SECTLED LAND ACTS: wills Permanent improvementse—Capital 
moneys—Approval of scheme—Expenditure iu excess of estimate— 
Settled Land Act, 1882, s. 26, len re Bulwer — Will, Kneb- 
worth Settled Estate, arr. ... woe §«©3©6r WR. 420 

2. ‘lenant for life—Oondition ot forfeiture on non-residence— 
Validity —Settled Land Act, 1882, s. 51.—Jn re Haynes, Kemp v. 
Haynes, CH.D. NORTH, 3. see eee et eee W.R. 321 

8. Tenant for life—Growiug timber—Application of “‘ capital 
money "—Payment of “costs incidental to the exercise of any 
power” under the Settled Land Act—Difference between party 
and party and solicitor and client costs—Settled Land Act, 1882, 

8. 21, sub-sections 9, 10.—La re Llewellin, Llewellin vy. Williams, 
CH.D. STIRLING, 3. ..+ ae bes we «=> WR. 3.47 
See also Vendor and Parchaser, 5, 

SETTLEMENT :—1. Agreement for settlement of wife’s after- 
acquired propérty—Property bequeathed on trust as wife shall 
appoint, and in default of appointment in trust for her separate 
use—Appointment by wife to herself.—Re Gerard, Oliphant v. 
Gerard, CH.D. NORTH, J. «s+ ose S.J. 241 

2. Marriage of female ward of “court—Costs of settlement— 
Payment out of corpus of settled property.—De Stackpoole v. 
Seymour, OH.D, NORTH, J. os. soe =o WR. 820 

3. Settled estate—Approval by court of contract for sale—Sale 
of leasehold estate in consideration of rent-charge—Settled Estates 
Act, 1877, es. 16, 18.—Re Grove's Settled Estate, cu.D. NORTH, J. 

See also Lease, 3; Married Woman, 2, 8.J. 273 

SHIPPING :—1. Action in personam to enforce salvage agreement 
—Circumstances in which shipowners — held — i pay = 
amount agreed to be paid by shipmaster in respect o vage 
ship, freight, and cargo.—The Prins Heinrich, v.v. &a.v. W.R. 511 

2. Bill of lading—Oharter-party—‘‘ Dangers and accidents of 
the seas ’—S-a water let in by rate.—Hamilton, Fraser, & Co. v. 
Pandorf & Co., He ere eee eee eee W.R, 369 
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3. Bill of lating Guten of ea ES an 
Liberty to call at any ports in any order.—Leduc v, Ward, arr. 


W.R, 537 


4. Bill of lading—Perils of the sea—OCollision—Negligence.— 
Wilson v. Owners of Cargo per The Xantho, u.t. 
5. Damage—Application by plaintiff for sale of “ship belonging 
to him, under his control, and not under arrest—Want of juris- 
diction. —“ The Wexford,” v.v. & A.D. oe. Nels 
6. Damages—Interest—Assessment in Admiralty Division.— 
The Baron Aberdare; The Gertrude, arr. 
7. Repairs—Action in rem—Arrest of ship —Lion—Security— 
Admiralty Court Act, 1861, as. 4, 35.—The Cella, arr... W.R. 
See aleo County Court, 5; Insurance, 3—5. 

SOLICITOR:—1. Application to strike .off the rolls.—Re Isaac 
Newton Edwards, Kx parte Hopkins, nxcy. ... 

2. OCosts—Taxation—Country solicitor and London agent—Bill 
of agency charges—Taxation of part of bill—Solicitors Act, 1843, 
e. 87.—In re Johnson & Weatherall, arr. 

3. Costs—Taxation— Remuneration for conducting sale by 
auction—Auctioneer's commission paid by client—Scale fee— 
Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881—General Order, August, 1882, 
Schedule I.,. part 1, rule 11.—Re Parker, cu.p. curry, J. 

4. Delivery of bill of costs—Non-contentious business —Juris- 
Giction of Master of the Rollse—6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, 8. 37—Judicature 
Act, 1873, as. 16, 34 (2)—Judicature Act, a ss, 2, 24.—In re 
Pollard, APP. ‘ ; 

5. Remuneration — Lease — Lease partly. in consideration of 
premium—Solicitors’ Remuneration Order, August, 1882, schedule 
1, part 2, r. 5.— Re Hastie & Crawfurd, cu.v. NORTH, J. 

6. Remuneration Order, r.-2, schedule 1, part 1—Vendor and 
purchaser—Family arrangement.— Re Reeping & Gloag, cu.p 
STIRLING, J. ' 

1. Retainer—Extent of authority —Interpleader contested with- 
out special instractions.—James v. Ricknell, a.3.p. 

8. Taxation of solicitor’s bill—Reduced amount accepted—Sub- 
sequent taxation—Special circumstances—6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, #. 37. 
—Re A. & B., cu.v. Kay, 3. . 

9. Town agent—Fiduciary capacity —Debtors Act, 1869, e. 4, 
sub-eections 3, 4.—Litchfield v. Jones, cu.D. NORTH, J. 

10. Unqualified person acting 98 solicitor.—Re A. J. Gould, 
WARRHAM MAGISTRATES’ COURT oe 

SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE,.—See Vendor and Parchaser, 4, 5, 6, 7. 

STAGE PLAY. 

Licence for performance—Discretion of justices—6 & 7 Vict. c. 
68, e. 5.—Hax parte Harrington, arr. ve 

STATUTE 

Construction — Repeal by implication. — Pollock -v. Lands 
Improvement Co., cx.D. currry, 3. ~ : 

TAXES.—See Inland Revenue. 

TRADE NAME :—Infringement—Name of eae 
— Borthwick v. The Evening Post, arr. 

See also Copyright, 2. 

TRUST :—1. Declaration of trust in voluntary settlement—Trust 
to-arise efter death of settlor—Rents to be accumulated to pay off 
mortgages—Mortgagees constituted cestui que trusts.—In re 
Fitagerald, Fitzgerald v. White, arr. vee 2. 

2. Dissenters’ Chapels Act (7 & 8 Vict. c. 45), 8. 2—“ Protestant 
Dissenters of the Presbyterian or Independent denomination ’’— 
Englich Presbyterian Church.—Attorney-General v. Andereon, 
CH D. KBKEWICH, J. e eee 8.3. 

TRUSTEES :—1. Appointment—Discretion of court—Trustee Act, 
1850, s. 32.—Re Morgan's Settlement Trusts, arr. 8.J. 

2. ‘Appointment—Beparate trustees of part of trust property— 
Trustee Act, 1850, s. 32—Oonveyancing Act, 1882, s. 5—Practice 
—Petition under Trustee Acts—Reference to sections relied on.—- 
In re Moes’s Trusts, cu.p. KAY, J. “ Wh 


3. Appointment—Special Act—Construction of statute— Repeal 
of special Act by general Act—Conveyancing Act, 1881, e. 31.— 


In re Lloyd’s Trustees and Smith, on.p.,NoRTH, 3... 8.J. 
4. Breach of trust—Pledge of trust stock to secure loan from 

bankers to trustee— Fraud on co-trustees—Retransfer of stock to 
nominee of borrower—Liability of bankers for loss.—Magnus v. 
Queensland National Bank, arr. 8.J. 
5. Liability for acts of co-trustee—Contribution.—Bacon v. 
Camphausen, cu.D, STIRLING, J. oe és 
6. Power to invest in Console—No power to change or vary 
investmentse—National Debt apne Act, 1888.—IJn re 
Tuckett’s Fruste, cu.p. cuitty,3. . i RR, 
See aleo Copyholds ; Lunacy, 2, 83 Vendor and Purchaeer, 5 5. 
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VENDOR and PUROHASER:—1. Building estate—Party wall— 


Covenant.— Buchan v. Artlett, ou.p. NorTH, J 8.3. 870 
2. Building scheme—Restrictive conditions—Right to enforce t 
—Absence of mutusl covenant.—Collins v. Castle, cu.D. Kexe- 
WICH, J. e -. = WR. 808 
3. Sale of treehuld house in possession Lease expisiog on 
day for completion of contract—Right of purchaser to benefit of 
lessee’s repairing covenants.—Re Edie and Brown's Contract, 
CH.D. NORTH, J. see vee 8J. 220 
4. Specific performance— Bankruptcy —Agreement for purchase 
of bankrupt’s estate—Scheme of arrangement—Approval of court 
—New term—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, ss. 18, 23.—Zucas vy. 
Martin, arr. eee 8.3. 220 
5. Specific performance—Mutuslity—Repudiation of contract 
—Sale by tenant for life—Absence of trusteese—Defect of title or 
of conveyancing—Settled Land Act, 1882, se. 3, 22, 45, sub-sec- 
tions 1, 3.— Hatten v. Russell, o4.D. KAY, J. o+0 W.R. 817 
6. Specific performance—Non-appearance of defendant—De- 
fault in completion—Declaration that vendor entitled to forfeit 
deposit—Costs.— Kingdon v. Kirk, ou.p. NortH, J. W.R. 430 
1. Specific performance—Statute of Frauds, s. 4—‘‘ Interest in 
land ’’—Agreement for sale of a house to be pulled down in two 
months— Part performance—Damages in lieu of specific perform- 
ance—Judicature Act, 1873, s. 25, sub-section i1.—Lavery v, 
Pureell, cu.p. curry, J. pam 
8. Summons —Determination of ‘notice to “rescind contract— 
Jurisdiction—Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, s. 9.—Jn re Jack. 
son and Woodburn’s Contract, cu.p. NORTH, J. we «=> WR. 396 


WASTE :—Ornamental timber—Felling by tenant for life unim- 


peacbable for waste—Righbt of remainderman to restrain.— Ashley 
v. Hincks, cu.D, STIRLING, J. 
See also Lease, 3, 


WATER.—See Local Goverument, 8. 
WILL :—~1. Bequest to one for life, with special power of appoint- 


ment by will—Revocation of bequest by codicil—Effect on power. 
—In re Brough, Currey v. Brough, cu.v. Kay, 3 

2. Construction—~Absolute interest—Executory devise—Repug- 
nant condition—Gift over on bankruptcy.—/n re Dugdale, Dug- 
dale v. Dugdale, cu.v. KAY, J. 

3. Construction—Charitable legacy— Residue — Mortmain — 
Direction to marsha! assete—Real estate—Land in colony.— 

In re Arnold, Ravenscroft v. Workman, cu.D. KAY, J.... W.R. 424 

4, Construction—-“ Children "—lIllegitimate children—“ Re- 
presentatives.”"—In re Horner, Eagleton vy. Horner, ou.v. stiR- 
LING, Joeee wn W.R. 348 

5. Construction — Oodicil.—Re 7’ ‘aylor, "Whitby v. Highton, 
CH.Ds CHITTY, J. ... eee 8.J. 240 

6. Constraction—Gitt of c clear annuity’ Legacy duty.— Re 
Robins, Nelson v. Robins, cu.p. NoRTH, J. S.J, 273 

7. Construction—Gift of income—Period of dateivation —Zn _ 
Wenmoth's Estate, Wenmoth v. Wenmoth, cu.v, curtry, J. 

8. Construction—Gitt of ‘‘ real estate”? in a particular Prec 
—Whether leasehold estate passes—“ Contrary intention ’— Wills 
Act, 1837, 8. 26.—Re Davison, Greenwell v. Davison, cu.v. 
NORTH, J. “ie 8.J. 278 

9. Construction—TIllegal “condition —Limitation—Public a 
—Personalty—Annuity “‘ during euch time as she may live apart 
from her husband.”—Jn re Moore, Traffurd v. Maconochie, cu.v. 

RAW, $i occ ion W.R. 427 

10, Construction—Partnerehip—" Share, right, and interest ’’ 
in partnership business —Debt due from partnership to testator.— 

In re Beard, Simpson v. Beard, cu.v. NoxtH, J. W.R. 519 

11. Construction—Power of appointment-—-Appointment by 
testamentary instrument—-Subsequent appointment by will—Rs- 
vocation—Wills Act, s. 27.—Zn re Gibbes’ Settlement, White v. 
Randolph, cu.v. NoRTH, J. ... W.R. 429 

12. Construction—Resulting trust—Parol evidence.—Croome v. 
Croome, CH.D. STIRLING, J. ... 

13. Construction—Supplying blank—Name of annuitant.— 
Furniss v. Fhear, cu.p. Norra, J. W.R. 521 

14, Construction—Vested intereat—Gift iil Shall die” — 
Forfeiture—“ Get into debt Seren —Re Ross, Hicks v. 
£0088, CH.D. KAY, J. 

15. Saesutien~vhiintatien-ahdennatehgamenh of testator’s 
signature—Wills Act, s. 9.—Daintree v. vg “ee bis S.J. 384 

See also Lease, 4; Legacy, 2,3; Probate, 2, 5, 6. 
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